Appl. No. 10/680,912 
Amendment 

Remarks/Arguments: 

Claims 1-21 had been pending in the above-referenced patent application prior to the 
present Amendment. By action of the present Amendment, Claims 1 and 4 are amended. No 
claims are cancelled, and no new claims are added. 

Claim 1 has been amended to distinguish it over published US Patent Application 
2002/0129756 Al of Myers, and is believed in condition for allowance. Claim 4 has been 
amended to remove insufficiently distinct language. Claims 16 to 21 are considered patentable as 
they depend from and are limited by Claim 1 . 

Claims 4 and 16-21, as well as all other claims, all of which depend from and are limited 
by Claim 1, are believed to now be in condition for allowance. 

The invention described in the present application has as an objective the provision of an 
attachment to a functional, unitary watercraft which will make the watercraft more conveniently 
useable for fishing. That the invention is to be used with such a unitary watercraft, which would 
be useable as a watercraft in the absence of the attachment, is implicit or explicit in e.g. pagel line 
29 to page 2 line 2, page 3 lines 22-24, and the drawings. The invention of Myers, in the absence 
of the gunwale mounting plates and support structure supported by the tubular flotation structures 
as specified in Claim 1 of the present application, would consist merely of two inflatable 
pontoons, and as such, would have limited if any utility. That is, the Myers invention is a integral, 
unitary watercraft, not an attachment to a fully functional watercraft which would be capable of 
utility as a watercraft in the absence of the attachment. The language added to Claim 1 by the 
present Amendment is believed to particularly point out that distinction and make the distinction 
clear. The invention of Myers does not comprise inflatable lateral and forward tubular flotation 
structures, integrally connected together to form a unitary structure, disposed at least on either 
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side and on the forward end of a central section capable of accommodating occupants and any 
other objects it is desired to transport in the watercraft. 

There is no teaching or suggestion in the Myers application that the structure described 
and claimed by Myers would be applicable to such an integral, unitary watercraft. 

While US Patent 5,848,924 to Langreck does disclose oarlocks similar to those described 
in the present application, the oarlocks disclosed by Langreck are not subject to the limitations of 
dependency on Claim 1 of the present application. There is no teaching or suggestion in Langreck 
that the Langreck oarlocks be used in attachment to an inflatable watercraft. To the contrary, the 
oarlocks of Langreck are intended to be used with a watercraft with rigid gunwales to which the 
oarlocks are to be clamped. See, for example, col 3 lines 8-9 and lines 34-49 of Langreck. Such 
oarlocks would not be useable on an inflatable watercraft of the type specified in amended Claim 
1. 

The examiner's comments regarding the potential allowability of Claims 7, 10 and 12-15 
are appreciated. However, since it is believed that the amendments made herein place the base 
claims in condition for allowance, Claims 7, 10 and 12-15 have not been amended to independent 
form. 

In summary, the Claims in this application have been amended by adding clarifying 
language and limitations which are believed to patentably distinguish the claims over the prior art 
cited in the Office Action of 08/26/2004, and to place the application in condition for allowance. 
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